Application V 10/52 US6S Docket No.: 0425-11 7IFUS1 

After Fitml Office Aciimt of October •3& i WG6 

REMARKS 

i pon mtr> >f the imtm amendment,, claims 1-2, and 6-14. 16-20 and 22-24 will remain 
'\ din the a - . ! application and stand ready for further action cm the merits, with 
claims II and 19 being objected to, and claims 1-2, 6-10, 12-14, 16-18, 20 and 22-24 standing 
rejected.' 

1 2r m 1-2 lent k-en amended to incorporate iim tatiom previously recited in c aim ! m 
* uuis^ and 21 ba\e been cancelled nd cla s bet k ,n 

to correei t \w..\..->c>s .puihy, error noted b\ the Kumiocr n d«e miMand-ng ) <. f ^ 
wherein the phrase "meth" was inadvertently typed as "meta". New matter is not inttoditeed by 
he pres > < c it 1 is also been amended to delete the paragraph at 

page 21, lines 1345, which supported prior claim 21. The deletion of this para.v, :«t m v ..r* 
have an effect on remaining pending claims 1-2, 6-10, 12-14, 1648. 20 and 22-24, which find 
full u ^ i us. { ^ u » i support undes 35 US< | 1 12 in the origin; h filed 
specification. 

Hie deletion of claim 21 and the paragraph occurring at page 21, sines 1345 of the 
specification are not related to any prior issues. Instead these amendments are made so as to 

m j >, <. n ,m n uuiirred nSkj t 1 • i - > d 

chum 4, ^icv < rns o' r,.. „ <mk neorroedx set o ,h ms cae of the correct units of 

! In the Office \etion Summary the U'SPT'O indicates that claims II, 15 and 19 are objected to, 

< a i l mm >. f mentions n,mobat n o „ e < t.e to 

bged irf i ^ 2 an objectio to claim 1 5 at pa ( J t tp- de; i. rejected 

base claim }. v_ v " ^ ".i > , mj n - \* s ^ t > v , ^ _ 
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ippficaluni So. IW52!,56H Docket No. ? 0425-1 / 71PU51 

Amendment dated J : fo i \-- 
After Final Office Action of October 39, 2006 

\ s i I t U tj pi | t ' i s v 

of the case to allowance. 

f ,S 1 !_1 Sf M s <. iiii It 5 d U lilv V \* >SMt 

for , - . . . . < o any further search or consideration on the 

hxannrx pur! \anif k a i mes s m vl » s 1 - "> a n < 

allowable claim 15, based on the Examiner's comments at page 6 of the office action, with the 
remaining amendments to 24 simply follow suggestions made by the Examiner at page 2 of the 
office action. Accordingly, entry of the instant amendment and earls and f avor ihk action on the 
m„ \ v. - , v \ \ , ! 1 

■Allowable. Subject Matter 

M page 6 of the office action, the Examin $ odicates thai ciain 15 is >hjecte< t j ot 
being dependent on a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
! i n^ { Ise base claim and any intervening claims. 

In m< nsiun nueiidmcm claims 1 and 2 have been i ended recitt tat 
presiotssh reeled mcenn fo»f ^ KUt < , , v/ < t ' o <» 1 " 1 N < s m ,o v j ,foo 
;.,;m k <' - <- o, - <' n bii'U i*iJi>< nf : >I or /-;<■ fo \ecorJ:ngh. 

v k I t Ml! }\ i 5 u s > 1 1 1 >v t V 

pending claim [-2 &-M 16-2! and 22-24 are novel and non~om sous over the cited art of record. 
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Application No. 10/521,568 Docket No.; 6425-1 1 7IPUS1 

Zmt'tiiimcm (tare 

After Finn! Office Actum of October 36, 2W6 
Chum Objection 

Claims 3 and 24 have been objected to based on minor informalities occurring therein, In 
rhc instant amends k it claij ■ . has been cancelled and claim 14 has been amended so that these 
HifprmaliUet e e< L or removed from claim 24 \cct imgi>. \ sdraw o \ 

J s f v t f n event 

0#«» Rejection 

Claims 1-2, 6-10, 12-14, 16-18 and 20-24 have been rejected under the provisions of 35 
ySC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Un et al (US 5/374,334) in view of Anderson et al 
(Re. 28474), Reconsideration and withdraw of this rejection is respect i Hj , * v ^ 

the following considerations. 

Each of independent claims 1-2 now recite the limitation previously recited in claim 15 
{which claim has now been cancelled to prevent a redundancy with a nt 

Examiner indicated in the outstanding office action that claim 1.5 recites allowable subject 
matter, it natural!) follows that each of pending claims 1-2. 6-14, 16.-20 and 22-24 are non- 
obvious over the cited combination of Lin. et al. (US 5,374,334} in view of Anderson et al. (Re. 
28474). 

V \ . t ' s>i V S'Ok ' e tun u <w ks iu 1 i v - i e ^ 
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Application No. 10/521,56$ Docket No. : M2S-1 1 71PUS1 

Amendment dated 

After Final O/fke Action of October 30, 2006 

CONCLUSI ON 

Base sp the n idtnet t rem ks presents serein the sea? me is espectfull) 
requested to s Notice of Uk-mance clearly indicating hus c.k endm. ^ aiu. 
u 1 i I d H u i an c mJ ht <■ v - 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
ppiicalkn th< s line s respec ! equested to contact John % i&ik leg. Is 2 88 
at the telephone number below, to conduct an interview \ i v - 1 » 1 1 

oomectK th I i pplication. 

Ifnecessarj theC no sionci ? hereby authorized it i com »nvn t e replies 

to, charge payraen r edit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02 *48 
fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.14; particularly, extension of time tees, 
Dated; January 4, 2007 Respectfully submitted, 



By 



John W. Bailey 
Registration No.: 32,881 

BIRCH, STEWAR T. KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
s' m,iUwx> R . 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Fails Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703)205-8000 
\ iorne) foi Vpplk i \ 
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